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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-35 are pending in tlnis application. 

2. Claims 1 , 5, 8, 1 7, 25 and 29 are presently amended. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found in a 
prior Office Action. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

4. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued 
examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 25 January 2008 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 1-4, 13-16 and 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Watts (Patent No.: US 6,327,623 B2) in view of Guzman et al. (Patent No.: US 7,058,847 B1), 
hereinafter "Guzman". 

6. As to claim 1 , Watts a program product comprising: a computer useable medium having 
computer readable program code stored therein, the computer readable program code in said 
program product being effective when executing to: accept personality selection input provided by a 
user to the computer (column 9, lines 30-35) which has a storage device adapted to store various 
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data files (column 16, lines 37-50) and to assume a selected personality in the computer based on 
the provided input (column 9, lines 30-35 and lines 54-65, which describes user explicitly selects an 
environment (i.e. office) which would indicate environment as claimed by the applicant "assume a 
selected personality selection input in the computer based on provided input." In this case. 
Furthermore, Applicant should note that assuming a selected personality (i.e. location) either 
automatically without user's confirmation/authorization or by having an user verifying/confirming prior 
to making the changes to the computer is just a matter of design choice and any one with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made would understand and would implement as would 
required by a system depending upon how much flexibility required by user); files to be stored in the 

storage device according to the selected personality (" set at the directory holding the files 

located on the selected workspace", e.g., see column 16, lines 37-50); 

Watts doesn't' explicitly disclose tag files to be stored in the storage device according to the 
selected personality and implement a filter which (a) passes files tagged according to the selected 
personality to an application executing within the computer and removes the tags applied by the code 
which is effective to tag files and which (b) blocks files not tagged according to the selected 
personality from being passed to the application executing within the computer. 

However, Guzman discloses tag files to be stored in the storage device according to the 
selected personality (column 1 1 , lines 60-67 - column 1 2, lines 1 -1 0) and implement a filter which (a) 
passes files tagged according to the selected personality and removes the tags applied by the code 
which is effective to tag files (column 13, lines 5-15) and which (b) blocks files not tagged according 
to the selected personality from being passed to the application executing within the computer 
(column 11, lines 60-67 to column 12, lines 1-10). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Watts by tagging files to be stored and by implementing 
a filter to remove the tag and to block files not tagged as taught by Guzman in order to access a file 
system related to a specific workspace in a secure manner. 

7. As to claims 1 3 and 25, these are rejected using the same rationale as for the rejection of 
claim 1. 

8. As to claims 2, 14 and 26, Watts discloses wherein accepting personality selection input is 
independent of user login identity information (column 8, lines 45-65, column 10, lines 40-65 and 
column 16, lines 35-50, Watts teaches of accepting personality selection input that is independent of 
user login identity information by having a viewable workspace when detects changes). 

9. As to claims 3,15 and 27, Watts discloses wherein accepting personality selection input 
accepts the input as a function of user login identity information (column 9, lines 30-55). 

1 0. As to claims 4, 1 6 and 28, Watts doesn't explicitly disclose wherein tagging files appends 
characters to the data file name. However, Guzman discloses wherein tagging files appends 
characters to the data file name (column 11, lines 60-67 - column 12, lines 1-10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Watts by including tagging files appends characters to 



Application/Control Number: 10/637,184 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2135 

the data file name as taught by Guzman in order to access a file system related to a specific 
workspace in a secure manner. 

1 1 . Claims 5-12, 17-24 and 29-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Watts in view of Guzman and further in view of Kataoka et al. (Patent Number: 5,857,021 ), 
hereinafter "Kataoka". 

12. As to claim 5, Watts discloses a program product comprising: a computer useable medium 
having computer readable program code stored therein, the computer readable program code in said 
program product being effective (abstract) when executing to: accept and authenticate input provided 
by a user selected from a plurality of personality selection inputs to a computer (column 9, lines 30- 
35) which has a storage device adapted to store various data files (column 16, lines 37-50) and 
assume a selected personality in the computer based on the provided input (column 9, lines 30-35 
and lines 54-65, which describes user explicitly selects an environment (i.e. office) which would 
indicate environment as claimed by the applicant "assume a selected personality selection input in 
the computer based on provided input." In this case. Watts teaches that user made the selection and 
that selection was not made based on any response to a prompt provided in response to determining 
that a location of the computer has changed. Furthermore, Applicant should note that assuming a 
selected personality (i.e. location) either automatically without user's confirmation/authorization or by 
having an user verifying/confirming prior to making the changes to the computer is just a matter of 
design choice and any one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made would 
understand and would implement as would required by a system depending upon how much flexibility 
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required by user); files to be stored in the storage device according to the selected personality 

wherein the contents of the files are stored on the storage device (" set at the directory holding 

the files located on the selected workspace", e.g., see column 16, lines 37-50); wherein, when at 
least one application other than an operating system is executed in the computer, a change in the 
selected personality based on newly provided input does not require termination of the at least one 
application (column 9, lines 30-35 and lines 54-65, column 10, lines 40-60). 

Watts doesn't explicitly disclose tag files to be stored in an encrypted format and implement a 
filter which (a) passes files tagged according to the selected personality to an application executing 
within the computer and removes the tags applied by the code which is effective to tag files and 
decrypts the contents of tagged files which have been stored in an encrypted format on the storage 
device and which (b) blocks files not tagged according to the selected personality from being passed 
to the application executing within the computer. 

However, Guzman discloses tag files to be stored in the storage device according to the 
selected personality (column 11, lines 60-67 to column 12, lines 1-10) and implement a filter which (a) 
passes files tagged from being passed to the application executing within the computer and removes 
the tags applied by the code which is effective to tag files ("...restoration engine 404 remove 
character fields and renames the restoration file .." - e.g., column 13, lines 5-15) and which (b) blocks 
files not tagged according to the selected personality from being passed to the application executing 
within the computer (column 11, lines 60-67 - column 12, lines 1-10, Guzman teaching this concept 
by appending a filename designation with an associated unique identifier and as described by 
Guzman this identifier can be used in the computer system for later use for restoration processing 
which would let the user access the appropriate file (i.e. files with associated unique identifier). 



Application/Control Number: 10/637,184 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2135 

Applicant slioulcl note that if the files can be viewed remotely according to the network element with 
which file data is associated then this implementation can be done only within a computer). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Watts by tagging files to be stored and by implementing 
a filter to remove the tag and to block files not tagged as taught by Guzman in order to access a file 
system related to a specific workspace in a secure manner. 

Neither Watts nor Guzman explicitly disclose storing file in an encrypted format and decrypting 
file that have been stored in an encrypted format on the storage device. However, Kataoka discloses 
storing file in an encrypted format (abstract, FIG. 6) and decrypting file that have been stored in an 
encrypted format on the storage device (abstract, FIG. 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Watts and Guzman by storing file in an encrypted format and 
decrypting file that have been stored in an encrypted format on the storage device as taught by 
Kataoka in order to provide "a reliable security systems to protect information In storage media from 
unauthorized access" (Kataoka). 

1 3. As to claims 1 7 and 29, these are rejected using the same rationale as for the rejection of 
claim 5. 

14. As to claims 6, 18 and 30, Watts discloses selected personality (column 10, lines 30-60). Watts 
doesn't explicitly disclose implementing the filter further passes files tagged as universal irrespective 
of the selected personality and thereby overrides the filter action (b) which otherwise blocks files not 
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tagged according to tine selected Personality. However, Guzman discloses implementing the filter 
further passes files tagged as universal irrespective of the selected personality and thereby overrides 
the filter action ("...restoration engine 404 remove character fields and renames the restoration file 

e.g., column 13, lines 5-15) (b) which otherwise blocks files not tagged according to a selected 
personality (column 11, lines 60-67 - column 12, lines 1-10, Guzman teaching of blocking file not 
tagged by associating a specific unique identifier with the file name). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Watts by implementing the filter which further passes 
files tagged as universal irrespective of the selected personality and thereby overrides the filter action 
(b) which otherwise blocks files not tagged according to the selected personality as taught by 
Guzman in order to access a file system related to a specific workspace in a secure manner. 

1 5. As to claims 7, 1 9 and 31 , these are rejected using the same rationale as for the rejection of 
claim 6. 

1 6. As to claims 8, 20 and 32, Watts discloses wherein a call to selected authentications, of the 
input provided by a user selected from a plurality of personality selection inputs, performed by 
accepting and authenticates (column 9, lines 35-65 and column 10, lines 30-55). Watts doesn't 
explicitly disclose call to a cryptographic processor that the encryption performed by the code that 
implements the filter, and the decryption performed the code that implements the filter. However, 
Guzman discloses implementing a filter (column 1 1 , lines 60-67 to column 1 2, lines 1 -1 0 and column 
13, lines 5-15). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Watts by implementing a filter as taught by Guzman in 
order to access a file system related to a specific workspace in a secure manner. 

Neither Watts nor Guzman explicitly disclose calling a cryptographic processor, which 
determines the encryption and decryption performed. However, Kataol<a discloses calling a 
cryptographic processor, which determines the encryption and decryption performed (abstract, FIG. 6 
and FIG. 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Watts and Guzman by storing file in an encrypted format and 
decrypting file that have been stored in an encrypted format on the storage device as taught by 
Kataoka in order to provide "a reliable security systems to protect information in storage media from 
unauthorized access" (Kataoka). 

1 7. As to claims 9, 21 and 33, neither Watts nor Guzman discloses wherein the cryptographic 
processor called is a trusted platform module. However, Kataoka discloses wherein the 
cryptographic processor called is a trusted platform module (FIG. 6 and FIG. 7, Kataoka discloses 
trusted platform module by validating identification before encrypting or decrypting any data). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Watts and Guzman by including wherein the cryptographic 
processor called is a trusted platform module as taught by Kataoka in order to provide "a reliable 
security systems to protect information in storage media from unauthorized access" (Kataoka). 
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18. As to claim 10, 22 and 34, Watts discloses wherein accepting personality selection input is 
independent of user login identity information (column 8, lines 45-65, column 10, lines 40-65 and 
column 16, lines 35-50, Watts teaches of accepting personality selection input that is independent of 
user login identity information by having a viewable workspace when detects changes). 

1 9. As to claim 1 1 , 23 and 35, Watts discloses wherein accepting personality selection input 
accepts the input as a function of user login identity information (column 10-65, "...if the user accepts 
the changes, the configuration is changed.."). 

20. As to claim 1 2 and 24, Watts doesn't explicitly disclose wherein tagging files that appends 
characters to the data file name. However, Guzman discloses wherein tagging files that appends 
characters to the data file name (column 11, lines 60-67 - column 12, lines 1-10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teaching of Watts by including wherein tagging files that appends 
characters to the data file name as taught by Guzman in order to access a file system related to a 
specific workspace in a secure manner. 

21 . Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references as 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are 
representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may be applied as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the applicant, in preparing the responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
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teaching all or part of the claimecl invention as well as the context of the passage as taught by the 
prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Response to Arguments 

22. Applicant's argument filed 25 January 2008 have been fully considered and are not 

persuasive. 

Applicant argues that: "neither Watts nor Guzman disclose or teach the requirements of claims 
1,13 and 25 for tagging files to be stored in the storage device according to the selected personality 
and for implementing a filter which (a) passes files tagged according to the selected personality to an 
application executing within the computer and removed the tags applied by the code which is 
effective to tag files and which (b) blocks files not tagged according to the selected personality from 
being passed to the application executing within the computer." 

Examiner maintains that: Guzman discloses tag files to be stored in the storage device 
according to the selected personality (column 11, lines 60-67 - column 12, lines 1-10, Guzman 
teaches the concept of tagging file by using the filename designation. Filename designation is done 
based on unique identifier which would be considered as selected personality) and implement a filter 
which (a) passes files tagged according to the selected personality and removes the tags applied by 
the code which is effective to tag files ("...restoration engine 404 remove character fields and 
renames the restoration file .." - e.g., column 13, lines 5-15) and which (b) blocks files not tagged 
according to the selected personality from being passed to the application executing within the 
computer (column 1 1 , lines 60-67 to column 12, lines 1-10, Guzman teaching this concept by 
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appending a filename designation witli an associated unique identifier and as described by Guzman 
this identifier can be used in the computer system for later use for restoration processing which would 
let the user access the appropriate file (i.e. files with associated unique identifier. Applicant should 
note that if the files can be viewed remotely according to the network element with which file data is 
associated then this implementation can be done only within a computer). 

Applicant argues that: "Watts, Guzman, and Kataoka, taken separately or in combination do 
not anticipate the requirements of claims 5, 17, and 29, each as amended herein, for, when at least 
one application other than an operating system is executed in the computer, a change in the selected 
personality based on the newly provided input not to require termination of the at least one 
application." 

Examiner maintains that: Watts discloses when at least one application other than an 
operating system is executed in the computer, a change in the selected personality based on newly 
provided input does not require termination of the at least one application (column 9, lines 30-35 and 
lines 54-65, column 10, lines 40-60, Someone with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made would understand that Watts teaches selected personality does not require termination of 
the operating system running when changing the location. Furthermore, if the operating system 
doesn't terminate when personality changes, any other application running under the same operating 
system would not require termination unless it's required to terminate the applications as part of 
design choice for any security concern. Furthermore, Applicant didn't demonstrate or point out any 
extra steps that are needed to implement this limitation. Therefore, Examiner maintains the above 
rejection and believes that cited reference of Watts would not require terminating any applications 
that are running under operating system when there is a location change or personality change.) 
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Conclusion 

23. Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from tine examiner 
should be directed to SUMAN DEBNATH whose telephone number is (571)270-1256. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 8 am to 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Kim Y. Vu can be reached on 571 272-3859. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800- 
786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IS. D.l 

Examiner, Art Unit 2135 
/KIMYEN VU/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2135 



